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WHITE BROADCASTING PARTNERSHIP
et al.
For Construction Permit

for a new FM Station, Channel 289A
Baldwin, Florida
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To: Honorable Edward Luton
Administrative Law Judge

MOTION TO ENLARGE ISSUES AGAINST
JEM PRODUCTIONS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

Charley Cecil & Dianna Mae White, d/b/a WHITE BROADCASTING
PARTNERSHIP ("White") by Counsel, and pursuant to §1.229 of the Commission’s Rules,
hereby respectfully submits the instant Motion to Enlarge Issues' against JEM Productions
Limited Partnership ("JEM") in the instant proceeding to include the following issues:

1. Whether JEM has violated Section 1.65 of the Commission’s Rules in failing
to timely report changes in the status of the formation of the limited partnership,
and changes in the status of its limited partners from individuals to corporations,
and the impact of such violation on JEM’s basic qualifications to be a Commission
licensee;

2. Whether JEM misrepresented the status of its own formation as a limited

partnership in its application to the Commission, such as to render it a sham limited

partnership, and the impact of such misrepresentation on JEM’s basic qualifications
— to be a Commission licensee;

3. Whether JEM misrepresented the ownership interests of Mr. Peter Knobel

'The instant Motion is timely filed pursuant to §1.229 of the Commission’s Rules, within
15 days of submission of the Petition for Leave to Amend and Amendment by JEM, which
serves as the documentary basis for this Motion.
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and/or Beylen Communications in its application to the Commission, and the impact
of such misrepresentation on JEM’s basic qualifications to be a Commission licensee

In support whereof, the following in shown:
I VIOLATION OF §1.65 OF THE COMMISSION’S RULES
1. Section 1.65 of the Commission’s Rules provides:
(a)  Each applicant is responsible for the continuing accuracy and completeness
of information furnished in a pending application or in Commission proceedings
involving a pending application. . .. whenever the information furnished in the
pending application is no longer substantially accurate and complete in all significant
respects, the applicant shall as promptly as possible and in any event within 30 days,
unless good cause is shown, amend or request the amendment of his application so
as to furnish such additional or corrected information as may be appropriate. . .
White submits that JEM failed to timely report its discovery of its failure to file a
Certificate of Limited Partnership with the State of Delaware, and furthermore failed to
report to the Commission the changed status of its Limited Partners, from individuals to
corporate entities.
1. Failure to File Certificate of Limited Partnership
2. On May 9, 1991, JEM filed a Petition for Leave to Amend and Amendment
which, inter alia, purported to update the Commission on the "true date” that JEM’s
Certificate of Limited Partnership was filed with the State of Delaware, and to furnish the
Commission with updated information pertaining to changes in the broadcast ownership
interests of Mr. Peter Knobel, JEM’s limited partner.?
3. JEM'’s original application affirmatively provided, in Section II, in response

to Item #1, that JEM was a Limited Partnership. It further provided, in response to Item

#3, that the date and place of JEM’s enabling Charter was December 14, 1989, in Dover,

2See JEM’s Petition for Leave to Amend and Amendment, filed May 9, 1991, pp. 1-2.
2



Delaware.’

4. JEM’s application also provided, in response to Section II, Item #7, in
Exhibit E-1, information regarding the other media interests of Robin Rothschild, one of
JEM’s limited partners, in other pending applications, but provided no information
whatsoever regarding the media interests of Peter Knobel, JEM’s second limited partner.
(See Exhibit 1.)

5. In its May 9, 1991 amendment, JEM informed the Commission that, in fact,
JEM’s Certificate of Limited Partnership had not been filed with the State of Delaware until
April 9, 1991, nearly sixteen (16) months after the date originally stated by JEM. The only
"good cause” cited by JEM was that JEM’s General Partner "did not discover this error until
recently.” No mention of exactly when JEM’s General Partner discovered the error was
made, and White respectfully submits that the ambiguous "recently” does not meet the
Commission’s standard for reporting of corrective information. Nor was there any
explanation in JEM’s Petition regarding the basis for JEM’s certification in its original
application regarding the date of filing of its Certificate of Limited Partnership. Assuming
that JEM discovered the error and then arranged for the filing of its Certificate of Limited
Partnership with Delaware by April 9, 1991, the discovery of the error had to have occurred
prior to that date.

6. JEM has produced, in connection with its document production on May 17,
1991, yet an "Agreement of Limited Partnership”, dated February 26, 1991, by and among

Joyce Morgan, Atlantic-Pacific Broadcasting, Inc. (President - Robin Rothschild) and Beylen

*Pertinent excerpts from JEM's application are provided as Exhibit 1.
‘JEM Petition for Leave to Amend, p. 2.
3



Communications, Inc. (President - Peter Knobel).” The existence of this document
supports White’s theory that JEM discovered its failure to file its Certificate much earlier,
and as a result, executed a new Partnership Agreement in preparation for the April 9, 1991
filing with the State of Delaware.

7. In this case, it is the date of discovery or notice of JEM’s failure to file its
Certificate which governs the timing of JEM’s amendment to the Commission under §1.65,
not the date of correction of the error. It is possible that JEM discovered the problem as
early as February, 1991. It is plain that the amendment is neither timely, nor adequate, and
does not meet the standard set forth in §1.65 of the Commission’s Rules. Since the matter
of when JEM discovered its error goes to a factor of probably decisional significance in this
proceeding, and goes to the essential nature of JEM’s structure and its bona fides as a
limited partnership, a basic qualifications issue against JEM is warranted, to inquire into the
reason for the original representation, the failure to discover the error, and whether JEM,
in fact, has complied with Commission Rules in timely reporting of changed circumstances.
2. Failure to Report Change of Limited Partners’ Status

8. JEM’s May 9, 1991 amendment also purported to report a change in
ownership interest in JEM through the assignment of the ownership interests of Ms.
Rothschild to Ms. Morgan and to Mr. Knobel/Beylen Communications, Inc. In fact, the
assignment documents indicate that Ms. Rothschild had apparently previously assigned her
interests in JEM to Atlantic-Pacific Broadcasting, Inc., a Delaware Corporation. Those
documents also indicate that Mr. Knobel had apparently previously assigned his individual
interest in JEM to Beylen Communications, Inc., a Delaware Corporation. However, JEM

had never previously reported those assignments, nor did JEM provide any information

SExhibit 2.



regarding those entities, their principals, officers or directors. Since passive investors were
required to be included in JEM’s application, pursuant to the instructions provided with that
edition of FCC Form 301,° any change in the status of those investors was required to be
reported to the Commission pursuant to §1.65. The Commission and the parties have not
been provided with any information whatsoever regarding the ownership of Atlantic-Pacific
Broadcasting, Inc., and were provided with inadequate information regarding Beylen
Communications only by way of JEM’s May 9 amendment.

9. JEM’s amendment does not serve its intended purpose of keeping the
Commission and other applicants aware of changes in the information contained in JEM’s
application. Rather, the amendment raises serious questions concerning JEM’s compliance
with Commission reporting rules, and has engendered confusion regarding JEM’s formation,
its current status, and its overall makeup and control. The failures noted above concern
essential matters concerning JEM’s formation and ownership, and are not mere ministerial
errors or oversights. A 1.65 reporting issue to inquire into these delinquencies, and their

effect on JEM’s basic qualifications to be a Commission licensee is warranted.

II. MISREPRESENTATION OF PARTNERSHIP STATUS

10.  JEM stated in its original application that JEM was a limited partnership,’
and that its "enabling charter", i.e., its certificate of limited partnership, was filed in
Delaware on December 14, 1989. Ms. Morgan certified by her signature to the application
that that representation, inter alia, was true and correct. However, JEM’s May 9, 1991

amendment corrected the date of filing of JEM’s Certificate of Limited Partnership to April

$See Exhibit 3.
'See Exhibit 1, Section II, Item # 1.
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9, 1991. This time, a copy of the Limited Partnership’s Certificate was filed with the FCC
as proof of the date of filing. JEM provided no explanation, in its May 9, 1991 amendment
as to the reason for the "error”, or how the "error" in the original application was
discovered; JEM only vaguely referred to when the "error” was discovered. Apparently,
there was no attempt to register JEM as a limited partnership with the State of Delaware
at an earlier date. The discrepancy is wholly unexplained, and it must be presumed that
JEM simply misrepresented its status to the Commission in an attempt to mislead the
Commission and the competing applicants as to the real status of the partnership.

11. Other documentary evidence supports the conclusion that JEM
misrepresented its status to the Commission. As noted above, JEM executed a second
Agreement of Limited Partnership on February 16, i991, this time between Joyce Morgan
and the two corporate alter egos for Robin Rothschild and Peter Knobel. Indeed, JEM
purports to have "amended" its Agreement of Limited Partnership on May 2, 1991; however,
that document, like both of its predecessors, is not styled as an amendment, and involves
different parties than those involved in the original Agreement dated November 4, 1989,
and the second Agreement dated February 26, 1991.%

12. The motivation for JEM’s mi'srepresentation is plain: as a limited
partnership, JEM claimed 100% quantitative integration credit for the integration proposal
of its general partner, Joyce Morgan.® As a general partnership, JEM could claim only
20% quantitative integration credit for Ms. Morgan’s partnership equity interest for her

proposed involvement. Indeed, JEM continues to claim full 100% integration credit for Ms.

*The parties to the May 2, 1991 Agreement are Joyce Morgan and Beylen
Communications, Inc.

*See Exhibit 1, JEM Exhibit E-4.
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Morgan’s proposed involvement in management at the proposed station,'® despite the fact
that JEM’s formal existence as a Limited Partnership began only on April 9, 1991, long after
the "B" cut-off date in this proceeding."

13. It is uniformly held that Limited Partherships are creatures of statute, and
in the absence of formal registration as a Limited Partnership pursuant to state statute, no
entity exists. In the absence of formal, legal existence pursuant to state registration, Limited
Partnerships are regarded, for all legal purposes, as general partnerships, and limited
partners are not fully protected from personal liability as limited partners until the
partnership is formally registered with the state.  14. Thus, JEM would have been
comparatively disadvantaged, under the Commission rules and policies in effect at the time
it filed its application, unless it claimed Limited Partnership status as of the date of filing
its application. At the time JEM filed its application the Commission had clearly stated,
in its Report and Order, Revision of FCC Form 301, 4 FCC Rcd 3853 (1989), its intention

that applicants should be fully and legally formed as entities before filing of their

applications:

First, parties that choose to file in other than an individual capacity must
formalize their legal status before stating it on the application. Because of the
paperwork and administrative formalities involved in setting up and
maintaining a legal corporation or partnership, persons may be deterred
from legally formalizing sham entities which they have created as fronts for
applications. This should particular deter parties from filing multiple
applications through multiple sham entities. Requiring this information will
also force applicants to commit to a legal structure, which can thereafter
serve as a benchmark for other applicants to investigate and test the validity
of representations made in the application. The availability of these legal
documents, on file with the relevant state or in the public inspection file of
the applicant, will enable the parties, early in the proceeding to make a

%See JEM''s Integration Statement, filed May 9, 1991.

The Baldwin, Florida applications were accepted for tender on March 20, 1990; the
date for amendments as of right was April 20, 1990.

"



threshold determination as to the bona fides of the applicant’s ownership
information. (Italics added.)

Id., at 3857. The Commission’s language requires a presumption that, in the absence of
registration with Delaware as a Limited Partnership prior to the date of the filing of JEM’s

application, JEM must be regarded as a sham limited partnership, and that its affirmative

representations to the contrary must be regarded as deliberate misrepresentations of its
essential nature as a limited partnership. Where such affirmative misrepresentations occur,
an issue is warranted to inquire into the effect of such misrepresentations on the applicant’s
basic qualifications to be a Commission licensee. See C. Ray Helton, 66 RR 2d 1736 (M.
Med. Bur. 1989) (misleading information in application led to designation of
misrepresentation issue by Bureau). Of course, it is axiomatic that providing misleading
information, or failing to inform the Commission of facts of decisional importance, fully
warrants additio.n of misrepresentation or lack of candor issues. See RKO General, Inc. v.
FCC, 670 F.2d 215 (D.C. Cir. 1981).

III. MISREPRESENTATION REGARDING PETER KNOBEL’S OWNERSHIP
INTERESTS

15.  JEM’s May 9 amendment also purported to report an increase in ownership
interests for Mr. Peter Knobel. In fact, the information provided therein shows that Mr.
Knobel owns the interests shown in his corporate capacity as President and shareholder of
Beylen Communications, Inc. As noted above, no mention of Beylen Communications had
previously been made in any of the materials submitted by JEM to the Commission. The
interests reported for Beylen/Peter Knobel could easily have been reported prior to the "B”
cut off date in this proceeding, (April 20, 1990) since all the pending applications were filed
before the end of January, 1990.

16.  Even more significant, however, is the fact that Beylen and/or Mr. Knobel
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apparently held a equity interest as a limited partner in Galaxy Broadcasting Limited
Partnership, applicant for Fernandina Beach, Florida which was filed before the Baldwin
application was filed. There is simply no excuse for the failure to report this interest of Mr.
Knobel’s or of Beylen’s in JEM’s initial application, or for failing to provide the information
for some 16 months after the application was filed. This is especially true in view of the fact
that a similar equity interest in the Fernandina Beach application was reported for Ms.
Robin Rothschild in JEM’s application.

17.  Here again, JEM’s failure to inform the Commission of facts of potential
decisional significance warrants addition of a misrepresentation issue. RKO General, Inc.
v. FCC, supra. As a general partnership, JEM’s partners’ media interests can be held
against the partnership, and such information is significant for comparative purposes. At
a minimum, JEM’s negligence in reporting Mr. Knobel’s media ownership interests for fully
16 months warrants addition of a 1.65 issue, for failure to report interests held since nearly

the outset of this proceeding. Las Americas Communications, Inc., 60 RR 2d 1366 (Rev.

Bd. 1986).
WHEREFORE, the foregoing considered, White respectfully requests that the
Presiding Judge GRANT the instant Motion to Enlarge Issues against JEM, and

ENLARGE the issues designated in this proceeding to include the issues set forth above.



McCabe & Allen

9105B Owens Drive

P.O. Box 2126

Manassas Park, VA 22111

(703) 361-2278

May 24, 1991

Respectfully submitted,

Charley Cecil & Dianna Mae White
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MM Docket No. 90-10
WHITE BROADCASTING PARTNERSHIP

EXHIBIT 1

BALDWIN, FLORIDA
MOTION TO ENLARGE ISSUES
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> "odor!nl Communications Commission P‘ILgu(‘/ INSP(TC“OTI :ﬁ Appv:.\::o:zy’OMB
T Wesniggton, D, C, 20554 o FCC 301 Expires 22092

See Page 25 for information
. 1
APPLICATION FOR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FOR COMMERCIAL BROADCAST STATION ¢ DUden satimate

For COMMISSION Fee Use Only For APPLICANT Fee Use Only
FEE NO: Is a fee submitted with this
application? m Yes D No
FEE TYPE If fee exempt (see 47 CF.R. Section LI2),

Indicate reason therefor (check ons box): -
[0 Noncommercial educational licensee

FEE AMT:
_D__ Governmental entity
FOR COMMISSION USE ONLY
ID SEQ:
FILE NO.
Section | - GENERAL INFORMATION N
L Name of Applicant Send notices and communications to the following
JEM Productions, Limited person at the address below:
Partnership Name -
C/0 Joyce E. Morgan Salvador A. Serrano
Street Address or P.O. Box Street Address or P.O. Box
2372 Pacific Silver Dr. ' 7205 Enterprise Avenue
clt R o (] cit State ZIP Code
YJacksonville St 3#hed y McLean VA 22101
Telephone No.{(laclede Ares (ode! Telephone No.!!nclede Ares Lodel t,
904- 642- 6329 703+734-0477
2 This application Is for: D AM m FM D TV
(a) Channel No. or Frequency (b Principal . Ciy F:tate
289A Community Baldwin .

(c) Check one of the following boxes
Application for NEW stalion

MAJOR change in licensed facilities; call sign:

MINOR change In licensed facilities; call sign:

MAJOR modification of construction permit: call sign:

File No. of construction permit:

O dOO00H

MINOR modification of construction permit; call sign:

Flle No. of construction permit:

C] AMENDMENT to pending application: Application flle number:

NOTE: It I3 not necessary to use this form to amend a previously filed application. Should you do so, however, please
submit only Section ! and those other poriions of the form that contain the amended information.

G. Is this application mutually exclusive with a renewal application? . [:] Yes m No

If Yes state: Call letters Community of License
City _ State

FCC 301
June 1089
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$ection 11 ~ LEGAL QUAL,. ICATIONS

Name of Applicant

JEM PRODUCTIONS, LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

1. Appllcant is: {chack one bex bales)
D Individual D General partnership D For-profit corporation
D Other ‘ m Limited partnership [:] Not-for-profit corporation

2 If the applicant is an unincorporated assoclation or a legal entity other than an {ndividusl,
partnershlp, or corporatlon. describe {n an Exhibit the nature of the application.

NOTE: The terms “applicant"” “partles to this application” and “non-party equity owners in :the
applicant” are defined in the instructions for Sectlon Il of this form. Complete {nformation as to
each "party to this application” and each “non-party equity owner In the applicant® Is required.
If the applicant considers that to furnish complete information would pose an unreasonable
burden, It may request that the Commission walve the stirict terms of this requirement with
appropriate Justification.

3. I’ the applicant i1s not an {ndividual, provide the dete and place of flllng of the applicant’s
enabling charter (eg. a limlted partnership must identil'y its certificate of llmited partnersaip
and a corporation must ldentlfy» its articles of Incorporation by date and place of filing)k

Date December 14, 1989 place Dover, Delaware

In the event there is no requirement that the enabling charter be flled with the state, ihe
applicant shall include the enabling charter In the applicant’s public Inspection flle. If, in the
case of a partnership. the enabling charter does not include the partnership agreement lItself,
the applicant shall include a copy of the sgreement in the applicant’s publlc {nspection fila

4. Are there any documents instruments, contracts or understandings (written or oral), other than
instruments identified In response t6¢ Question 8 above, relating to future ownership Interests
in the applicant, including but not limited to, Insulated limited partnership shares nonvoting
stock Interests, beneficlal stock ownership {nterests, optlons, rights of first refusal. or
debentures? :

If Yes submit as an Exhibit all such writlen documents Instrumenis contracis or
understandings, and provide the particulars of any oral agreement

5 Complete, If applicable, the following certlﬂcailon:

() Applicant certifies that no limited partner will be Involved In any material respect In the
management or operation of the proposed station.

If No, applicant must complete Question 8 below with respect to all limlited partners
actively Involved in the media aclivitles of the partnership. :

(b) Does any Investment company las definad in 15 8.5.L. Sectien 80 2-3), Insurance company, or
trust department of any bank have an aggregated holding of greater than 5% but less
than 10% of the outstanding votes of the applicant?

I’ Yes, applicant certifies that the entity holding such Interest exercises no Influence' or
conirol over the applicant, directly or indirectly, and has no representatives among the
officers and directors of the applicant.

[ Exnibit No.
__NA

[Oves[x ]

Exhibit No.
NA

EY&D N«

DYBE N

DYesDN

FCC 301 (Page
Juns 1985



gcr,tiqn 11 - LEGAL QUALIFIC-TIONS (Page 2)

6. List the applicant, partles to the application and non-party equity owners in the applicant. Use one column for each

individual or entity. Attach additional pages If necessary.

{Read carefolly - Ihe nesbersd items belew reler te line nvmbers in the feilewing table.!}

L Na:ﬁa b?nd : reskr!.?lnee ogl the appllcaknr: ldancl. ir 8. Percentage of votes.
s ! it
N, g?t::,.,e'(,f oth:r lc::: lnc{levcl:;tl jlgj Shoowe rf’,a,:; 7. Other existing attributable Interests in any broadcast
address and citizenship of nalural person authorized station, Including the nature and size of such
to vote the séock). List th; apgllcar:‘t rirst, oﬂl‘iclers Interests.
next, then directors and, thereafter, remalning 8 All other ownership Interests of 5% or more
stockholders and partners (whether or not aﬂrlbgt:g?:). as well as any
2 Citizenship corporate officership or directorship, !n broadcast
cable, or newspaper entitles in the same market or
3 Offlce or directorship held with overiapplng signals in the same broadcast
. service, s described in 47 CF.R Sectlon 733585 and
4 Number of shares or nature of partnershlp lnlerests 76501, Including the nature and size of such Interests
5. Number of votes and the positions held.
JEM Productions, Peter B. Knobel Robin M. Rothschild
Limited Partnership 645 Fifth Avenue Steep Hill Road
New York, N.Y. 10022 Box 183
L Joyce E. Morgan ’ Wilmington, VT. 05363
2372 Pacific Silver Dy.
Jacksonville, FL.
' 32216
2 U.S. U.s. u.sS.
3 GENERAL PARTNER LIMITED PARTNER LIMITED PARTNER
20% Equity Ownership 40% Non- Party 40% Non- Party
4 1 100% Attributable Equity Owner Equity Owner
Intersst .
& | 100% NONE NONE
&
1002 NONE NONE
WVAY-FM, Wilmington, VT,
7. | NONE NONE 89% Ownership (Attributable
v NONE NONE See Exhibit E-1
for Non- Attributable
Broadcast Ownership
8. Interests

FCC 301 (Page B
June 1989



Sesction 11 - LEGAL QUALIFIC’TIONS (Page 3)

7. Does the applicant, any perty to the application or any non-party equity owner In the spplicant
have, or have Lhey had, any interest in:

(a) a broadcest station, or pending broadcast station nppllcsuon before the Commission?

(b) a broadcast application which has been dismissed with prejudice by the Commission?
P’
(c) a broadcast application which has been denled by the Commission?

(d) a broadcast station, the license of which has been revoked?

{e) a broadcast application {n any pending or concluded Commission proceeding which left
unresolved character lssues against the applicant?

If the answer to any of the questions In (a)<e) above is Yes, state In an Exhiblit the following
{nformation:

(1) Name of party having Interest:

(2 Nature of interest or connection, giving dates

(3 Call letters of stations or flle number of application or docket; and
(4) Location.

8. (a) Are nny'ol‘ the perties to the application or non-party equity owners Iin the applicant
related (as husband, wif'e, father, mother, brother, sister, son or daughtsr) to each other?

(b) Does any member of the !mmediale family (Le, husband, wife father, mother, brother,
sister. son or daughter) of any party to the application or non-party equity owner in the:
applicant have any interest In or connectlon with any other broadcast station, pending
broadcast application or newspaper In the same area /see Sectien 72.3555lc)] or, In the case

of a television statlon applicant only, a cable television lyltem in the same area /see
Section 76.5001a4)17

If the answer to (a) or (b) above is8 Yes, attach an Exhibit giving full disclosure concerning the
persons Involved, thelr relationship, the nature and extent of such interest or connection, the
file number of such application, and the location of such station or proposed siation.

9. State In an Exhibit any Interest the applicant or any party to this appilc&don proposes to
divest in the event of a grant of this application

OTHER MASS MEDIA INTERESTS

10. (a) Do indlviduals or entitles holding nonattributable Intsresis of 5% or more In the
-applicant have an aitributable ownershlp interest or corporate officershlp or
directorship In a broadcast station, newspaper or CATV system in the same area? /Sse
Instroeection B te Section 11.)

(b) Does any member of the !mmediate family (Le, husband, wife, father, mother, brother,
sister, son or daugther) of an individual holding a nonattributable interest of 5% or more
in the applicant have any interest in or connection with any other broadcast statlon,
pending broadcast application, newspaper in the same area /see Sectien 22.355§{c)?, or, In

the case of a lelevision station applicant only, a cable television system in the same area
{ree Sectien 76.501(2))?

If the answer to (a) and/or (b) above Is Yes attach an Exhlbit giving a full disclosure
_-concerning the persons {nvolved, thelr relationship, the nature and extent of such Interest or

connection, the flle number of such application, and the location of such station or proposed
statlon. :

~

B‘Y-DNO
[ vee [x] o
DYumNo

D Yeos mﬂc

DYumNo

Exhibit No.
E-1

DYumNo
DYelmNo

Exhibit No.
NA

Exhibit No.
E-2

DYumNo

[:] Yes [X] No

Exhibit No.
NA

FCC 301 CPage &
June 1089



Section 11 - LEGAL QUALIrICATIONS (Page 4) L‘

CITRZENSHIP AND OTHER STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS

il. (a) Is the applicant In violatlon of the provisions of Section 310 of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, relating to interests of allens and foreign governments? (Sese /nstrection ¢
te Section I1.}

(b) Will any funds, credits or other flnancial assistance for the construction, purchase or
operation of the statlon(s) be provided by allens foreign entltless domestic entitles
controlled by allens or Lthelr agents?

If the answer to (b) above Is Yes, attach an Exhibit giving full disclosure concerning this
assistance. 1

12 (a) Has an adverse finding been made or an adverse {inal attlon been taken by any court or
administrative bedy as to the applicant, any party to this application, or any non-party'
equity owner in the applicant 1n a civil or criminal proceeding brought under the
provisions of any law related to the following:

Any felony: broadcast related antiirust or unfair compelition; criminal fraud or fraud
before another governmental unit or discrimination?

(b) Is there now pending in any court or administrative body any proceeding Involving any
of the matters referred to In (a) above?

If the answer to (a) and/or (b) above Is Yes attach an Exhibit giving full disclosure
concerning persons and matllers involved, Including an !identification of the court or
administrative body and the proceeding (by dates and file numbers), a statement of the facts
upon which the proceeding !s or was based or the nature of the offense alleged or committed,
and a description of the current status or disposition of the matter.

FCC 301 (Page B
June 1980 '

GYQENO

DYumNo

Exhibit No.
NA

DYQENO
] ves [X] %o

Exhibit No.
NA
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~SECTION 111 - FINANCIAL QUALIFICATIONS
NOTE If this application Is for a change In an operating facllity do not {1l out this section.

L The applicant certifies that sufficlent net liquid asseis are on hand or that sufficient funds
are avallable from committed sources to construct and operate the requested facilities for

N three months without revenue.

2 State the total funds you estimate are necessary to construct and operate the requested
facility for three months without revenue.

Q. Identify each source of funds, Including the name, address, and telephone number of the
source (and a contact person Iff the source is an entity), the relatlonship (If any) of the
source to the applicant and the amount of funds to be supplied by each source.

mYaDNo

¢ 250,000.00

Source of Funds

{(Name and Address) Telephone Number Relationship Amount
Peter B. KNobel 212-308-7122 LIMITED $250,000,00
645 Fifth Avenue , ' _ PARTNER

New York, NY 10022
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-~ Sdctjon IV-A - PROGRAM SE" 'CE STATEMENT

"Attach as an Exhiblt, a brief description, In narrative form, of the planned programming [y Exhibit No.
service relating o the lssues of public concern facing the proposed service area ' E~3

Section IV-B - INTEGRATION STATEMENT
P ‘
Attach as an Exhiblt the Information required in L and 2 below. f Exhibit No.
E-4
)

1. List each principal of the applicant who, in the event of a grant of the application on a
comparative besis proposes to particlpale in the management of the proposed facllity and,
with respect to each such principal. state whether he or she will work full-time (min{mum 40
hours per week) or part-time (minimum 20 hours per week) and briefly describe the proposed
position and dutles

2 State with respect o each principal identified in response to Item L above, whether the
applicant will clalm qualitative credit for any of the following enhancement factors

(&) Minority Status——-YES
(b) Past Local Residence —~=——-—

If Yes, specify whether In the community of licenss or service area and the
corresponding dates

{¢) Female Status———————- YES
(d) Broadcast Experience——~—=—————-~ YES

If Yes list each employer and position and corresponding dates
(o) Daytime Preference——~——NO

FCC 301 (Page D
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" SECTION VI —~ EQUAL EMPLOYMENT PORTUNITY PROGRAM )
L Does the applicant propose to employ flve or more full-time employees? [:] Yes E No

If Yes the appllcﬁnl must Include an EEO program called for In the separste Broadcast Equal Employment
Opportunity Program Report (FCC 896-A).

SECTION VIl - CERTFICATIONS

L Has or wlill the applicant comply with the public notice requirement of 47 CF.R. Sectlon 7836807  [X ] Yes [_] No

2 Has the applicant reasonable assurance, In good fafith, that the site or structure proposed In Sectlon m Yes D No
V of this form, as the location of iis transmitting antenna, will be avallable to the applicant for
the applicant’s Intended purpose?

Exhibit No.

If No, attach as an Exhibit, a full explantion.

3 If reasonable assurance is not based on applicant's ownership of the proposed site or structure,
applicant certifies that i1 has obtalned such reasonable assurance by contacting the owner or
person possessing control of the site or structure.

Name of Person Contacted Gregory Perich

Telephone No. /linclede ares codel 904-259-2292

Person contacted: /check sne bos below)

D Owner . Owner's Agent B Other (specityl

The APPLICANT hereby walves any clalm to the use of any particular freciuency as against the regulatory power
of the United States because of the previous use of the same, whether by license or olherwise, and requests an
authorization In accordance with this application /See Sectien 108 of the Covnvnications Act of 1938, as asended.l

The APPLICANT acknowledges that all the statements made in Lhis application and attached exhlbits are considered
material representations, and that all exhibits are a material part hereof and incorporated herelin.

The APPLICANT represents that this application Is not filed for the purpose of Impeding, obstructing, or delaying
determination on any other application with which {t may be in conflict

In accordance wilh 47 CF.R. Sectlon 186, the APPLICANT has a continuing obligation to advise the Commission,
through amendments, of any substantial and significant changes in Information furnished.

——r
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SECTION Vil - CERTFICATION (Pags

WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS MADE ON THIS FORM ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE AND IMPRISONMENT.
U.S. CODE, TITLE 16, SECTION 1001.

[ certify that the statements in this application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and bellef, and are
" made in good faith,

Name of Applicant Slgnature

JEM P { , éé &
| JEM Productions, e &. Dioeaaro
Date " Title /

VA
GENERAL PARTNER

lorembon 4,999

FCC NOTICE TO INDIVIDUALS REQUIRED BY THE PRIVACY ACT
AND THE PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT

The solicitation of personal information requested in this application s authorized by the Communications Act of
1934, as amended. The principal purpose for which the Information will be used is to determine If the benefit
requested Is consistent with the public Interest. The staff, consisting variously of sttorneys, analysis engineers and
applications examiners, will use the information o determine whether the application should be granted, denled,
dismissed, or designated for hearing. If all the Information ig not provided, the application may be returned without
action having been taken upon it or lts procésmz may be delayed while a request is made to provide the missing
informatlon. Accordingly, every effort should be made lo provide all necessary Information. Your response Is
required to obtain the requested authority.

Public reporting burden for this collection of Information !s estimated to vary from 71 hours 45 minutes to 30!
hours 80 minutes with an average of 118 hours 28 mlinutes per respotise. including the time for reviewing
Instructions, searching existing dala sources, gathering and malntaining the data needed, and completing and
reviewing the collection of information. Comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this
collectlon of Information. including suggestions for reducing the burden, can be sent to the Federal Communlcations
Commission, Office of Managing Director, Washington, D.C. 20664, and to the Office of Management and Budget
Paperwork Reduction Project (8080-0027), Washington, D.C. 20603 .

THE FOREGOING NOTICE IS REQUIRED BY THE PRIVACY ACT OF 1974, PL. 93-579, DECEMBER 31, 1974, § USC.
652a(eX3), AND THE PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT OF 19680, P1. 98-611, DECEMBER 11, 1980, 44 US.C. 3607.

FCC 301 (Page 2%
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JEM PRODUCTIONS, LIMITED PARTNER
NEW BROADCAST STATION
BALDWIN, FLORIDA

INDEX OF EXHIBITS

E-1-----neeemmm OWNERSHIP INFORMATION

E-2---vmmmmmm o DIVESTITURE STATEMENT

E-3-=-~---mmmmmm e PROGRAM SERVICE STATEMENT
E-4—---————--—;-—--INTEGRATION/QUALITATIVE'ENHANCEMENT FACTORS

AND BROADCAST EXPERIENCE OF GENERAL PARTNER

E-5-—=-emmmmmm - ANTENNA/SUPPORT STRUCTURE DIAGRAM

E-f———=—==m=———————— INTERFERENCE STATEMENT; DIPLEXED ANTENNA
E-7———=——=—m=mmm 7.5 MINUTE MAP

E-8-====mmmmmmmm e CONTOUR MAP

E-9——=—mmmmmemm e AUXILIARY POWER PROPOSED

E-10-------r-mc-—- BROADCAST CONSULTANT AGREEMENT



N

EXHIBIT E-1

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION

BROADCAST INTEREST OF ROBIN ROTHSCHILD

JEM PRODUCTIONS, L.P.
"W FM BROADCAST STATION
-aLDWIN, FLORIDA

Ms. Robin Rothschild is a 89%Party/Equity Owner of WVAY-FM, Wilmington, VT.
Also she is the limited partner in the following pending applications for new FM

Broadcast Stations.

Applicant File No.
Shaka Broadcasting, BPH890504MG
Limited Partnership
Sam Widge Advtg., BPH890713MI
Limited Partnership
Montauk Communications, BPH890913MP
Limited Partnership
Galaxy Broadcasting, BPH891130___

Limited Partnership

City

Kahalulu

Wallace

Montauk

Fernandina

Beach

‘Nature of
Partnership
State Interest
HI. 40Z non-party
Equity Owner
ID. 40 non-party
Equity Owner
NY 40% non-party
Equity Owner
FL. 40 non-party

Equity Owner
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JEM PRODUCTIONS, LIMITED PARTNE
NEW | BROADCAST STATION
BALDWIN, FLORIDA

EXHIBIT E-2

DIVESTITURE STATEMENT

The General Partner in this application for a new FM
Broadcast station is presently employed at WJKS-TV, Jacksonville,
Florida, as a News Reporter/Anchor. In: the eveﬁt the applicant
is granted a construction permit, Ms. Joyce Morgan wili terminate
her employment at station WJKS-TV in order that she may devote
full time to the construction, management and operatiorn of the

FM Radio station.
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JEM PRODUCTLONS, LIMILED PAKIN.
NE'- FM BROADCAST STATION
BA_ _WIN, FLORIDA

EXHIBIT E-3

PROGRAM SERVICE STATEMENT

The applicant's planned program service relating to

the issues of public concern will be as follows:

°DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION PROGRAMS "SAY NO TO DRUGS"

° BLACK HERITAGE AND BLACK CULTURAL EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS
°HEALTH PROGRAMS RELATING TO AIDS, SICKEL CELL ANEMIA, ETC.
°CRIME PREVENTION PROGRAMS |

°YOTER REGISTRATION DRIVES

°GOVERNMENTAL AWARENESS PROGRAMS

°PUBLIC SERVICE ANNOUNCEMENTS, AMONG OTHER THINGS.

Opposing viewpoints on controversial issues will be given equal
time on the air regardless of race, color, creed, age, sex or
national origin.

The General Partner, Ms. Joyce E. Morgan, will have
exclusive control over deciding the proposed station's pianned

program service.



